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REMARKS 
Claims 1-23 are pending in the application. 
Claims 1-16 and 21-23 are allowed. 
Claims 17-20 are rejected. 

Claims 17 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b). 
Claims 1 8 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
Claims 1-23 remain in the case. 

Allowable Subject Mailer 
Applicant thanks the Examiner for indicating that claims 1-16 and 21-23 are allowed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.G § 102 
Claims 17 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Bronner 
(US 6,344,389B1). 

Applicants respectfully traverse the rejections. 

Both claims 17 and 19 recite that, among other things, the bit line pattern (265) and 
the storage node contact (261) have upper portions that are coplanar. This can be seen, among 
other locations, in FIG. 2E. 

Bronner, however, fails to show all of the limitations of claim 17 and 19, e.g., "the bit 
line pattern and the storage node contact having upper portions that are coplanar." For 
example, in FIG. 9 of Bronner, the upper portion of the bitline 60 is well below the upper 
portion of the capacitor contact 31 (which the Examiner refers to as a conductive plug). 
Bronner continues to teach away from a coplanar property in col. 5, lines 34-35, <4 the bitline 
60 is recessed below the capacitor contact 31 

At least for the reasons discussed above, Bronner does not teach all of the limitations 
of claims 17 and 19 and, therefore, does not anticipate claims 17 and 19. Accordingly, 
applicant respectfully requests withdrawal of the rejections. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103 
Claims 18 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bronner as applied to claims 17 and 19 above. 

Applicants respectfully traverse these rejections. 
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Claims 18 and 20 respectively depend from claims 17 and 19 and inherently include 
all of the limitations of their base claim. As discussed above, the prior art does not teach the 
limitations of the base claim much less the further embodiments of the dependent claims. 
Therefore, claims 1 8 and 20 are allowable for their dependency and their own merits. 
Allowance of these claims is respectfully requested. 

For the foregoing reasons, reconsideration and allowance of claims 1-23 of the 
application as amended is solicited. The Examiner is encouraged to telephone the 
undersigned at (503) 222-361 3 if it appears that an interview would be helpful in advancing 



the case. 



Respectfully submitted, 



MARGER JOHNSON & McCOLLOM, P.C. 




Hosoon Lee 



Reg. No. 56,737 



MARGER JOHNSON & McCOLLOM, P.C. 

1 030 SW Morrison Street 

Portland, OR 97205 

503-222-3613 

Customer No. 20575 



I hereby certify that this correspondence 
is being transmitted to the U.S. Patent and 
Trademark Office via facsimile number 
703-872-9306, on June 29, 2005. 
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